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readily accepted as the " missing link". But, even if we found the 
treasure, it would not prove the Transmutation Theory. It might 
indicate degradation of species, as well as exaltation, the regress as 
well as the progress of man ; favouring the notion of the Oceanic 
savage that the ape is a dwindled and degraded man. With regard 
to the Electric Acarus of Mr. Crosse, alluded to by Mr. Mackenzie, it 
did not add weight to the theory of spontaneous generation : it might 
have been the excited evolution of some minute vitalised ovulum, 
lying latent, even for ages, like the mummy wheat of the Egyptian. 

Dr. Charnock, F.S.A., F.R.G.S., V.P.A.S.L., read a paper, written 
by himself and C. Stanilaud Wake, F.A.S.L., on " Language as a 
Test of Race". 

[Abstract.] 

The question, as to whether language is a test of race, is really one 
of probabilities. Is the race affinity of two peoples, speaking the 
same language, probable ? The affirmative would appear to be almost 
self-evident, when it is considered that peoples related to each other 
do generally speak the same, or a dialect of the same, language. 
This is not only probable, but certain, in many cases ; and it 
may be laid clown as a general proposition, therefore, that peoples 
speaking the same, or dialects of the same, language are racially re- 
lated : that is, that language is a test of race. The value of this 
test, however, depends on its agreement with the tests of history, phy- 
sical structure, religion, and customs, the application of which will 
either weaken or strengthen the argument derived from linguistic 
affinity. The objection urged against language being a test of race, 
derived from the fact of some peoples having changed their language, 
may be met by showing that every instance of such a change has 
been the result of circumstances so special, that this loss of language 
can have taken place only in a limited number of cases. Doubtless, 
where peoples have taken the language of their conquerors, language 
loses its value as a race-test. Even these instances, however, may be 2)ro- 
vided for by enlarging Waitz's proposition, so as to include those peoples 
who have only temporarily ceased to exist as such. These 
may be divided into two classes, of which the first will include the 
case of a semi-civilised people conquered by one much more highly 
civilised. Under these circumstances, the substratum of the abori- 
ginal language will probably always continue to exist. The second 
class will include the case of a people almost in a state of nature, 
conquered by a civilised race, which will generally be accompanied by 
the imposition of the language of the conquerors. Even here, how- 
ever, the tendency to perpetuation in the ignorant mind (which in 
the case supposed would be that of the most primitive element of 
mixed peoples) of old customs and superstitious, would supply us 
with materials for correcting the false evidence of language. It has 
been said (in opposition to Prof. Max Miiller's opinion) that some 
languages have a mixed grammar ; and therefore, that as grammatical 
structure is the test of linguistic affinity, language cannot be a true 
test of race-relationship. This objection is, however, worthless. 
Languages do, indeed, sometimes present a mixture of grammatical 
forms, but it is merely because certain words have been borrowed 
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without undergoing alteration in the process. Grammatical termina- 
tions are accepted as part of the words thus borrowed. That these 
peculiar forms cannot be taken as proof of the existence of a mixed 
grammar, is shown by their not influencing the grammatical evolution 
of the words in the language with which they have become incor- 
porated ; and by their being governed in their own evolution, if they 
do ever undergo further change, by the genius of the language into 
which they have been translated. 

The following paper by Mr. Hodder M. Westropp, " On the Origin 
and Development of Language," was then read. 

A Few Words on the Origin and Development of Language. By 
Hoddbb M. Westropp, Esq., F.A.S.L. 

Language, like everything that has growth and progress, has 
its stages of develo2:>ment, its origin, progress and maturity. In dis- 
cussing the origin of language, we should strictly confine ourselves 
to the consideration of language in its earliest stage alone, without 
introducing any irrelevant discussion as to the later modes of word 
formation, and to the corruption or decline of language, which have 
no connection with that of its origin, these belonging to later phases 
of its development. Each mode of word formation ought to be con- 
sidered according to its stage in the development of language. In 
treating of the origin of language, it must, in the first place, be ad- 
mitted that there is an innate aptitude in man to evolve language ; 
for by his organic structure and by his faculties, he has been formed 
capable of framing speech. He has been furnished with intellect and 
organs of articulations necessary for that purpose. Language is as 
necessarily evolved and developed in man, according to fixed laws, as 
the development of mind, or as the natural growth of the human 
body. Secondly, that man's faculties are of a slow and progressive 
nature, and that, consequently, the evolvement of language was of 
slow and progressive development. In this, man is distinguished 
from the lower animals, whose instincts are simultaneous with their 
birth, or spontaneously called into play at a certain period of growth. 
Thirdly, in considering language in its earliest phase, we should keep 
in view that man in his earliest stage, — the rude savage and the 
infant, — is a being of sensation before he is capable of thought, con- 
sequently he will give utterance to his sensations before he endeavours 
to express his thoughts. 

These premises admitted, we shall find just grounds for believing 
that speech originated in those inarticulate cries instinctively expres- 
sive of pleasure and pain, joy and sorrow, primitive man's and the 
child's first utterances. Interjectional utterances, expressive of his 
sensations and wants, will therefore be his first attempts at articulat- 
ing sound. This is the first stage of the development of speech. 
This is in reality the origin of language. All other modes form the 
progress and development of language. If we take the individual 
man as the basis of an analogy, with man in the aggregate, we may 
reason thus : As the individual man is born in a state of mutism 
and helplessness, and in his infancy cannot speak, until he gradually 



